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Dr. J.W. O’Brien ( Chairman ) Mr. K.D. Adams; Prof. G.D. Xistris; Prof. G. 
Giguere; Prof. A. Russell; Prof. H. Fink; Prof. R. Tobias; Prof. M. Verthuy; Prof. 
G. Gross; Dean A. Pinsky; Prof. J. Bhatnagar; Ms. M.E. Diacoumacos; Ms. A. 
Simopoulos; Mr. G. Stamatelopoulos; Prof. V.H. Kirpalani; Prof. C.C. Potter; 
Ms. J. E. McNeish; Prof. J.R. Goodwin; Dean P. Simon; Acting Dean D. Taddeo; 
Prof. A. Lauziere; Prof. G. Adams; Prof. R. Curnew; Prof. J. Bordan; Dean M. 
Cohen; Dean J. Chaikelson; Mr. A. Lajoie; Mr. W. Kan; Prof. M. Singer; Prof. 
J.H. Whitelaw; Dr. R. Breen; Prof. B. Mangat; Dean S.G. French; Prof. D. 
O'Connor; Prof. S. Paikowsky; Prof. T. Fancott; Prof. S. Morris; Mr. A. Fahim; 
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ABSENT WITH REGRETS: Prof. J. Stewart; Prof. M. Farrell; Prof. M. Szabo; Prof. J. 


Call to Order 
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Tresierra; Dr. M. Despland; Dr. P.E. Filion. 


The meeting was called to order at 2:10 p.m. 


Approval of Minutes 


With respect to the minutes of the meeting of October 12, 1979, Dr. O’Brien 
advised that they were not available in time to be distributed for this meeting and 
would be put over to the next meeting for approval. 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. GROSS, SECONDED BY PROF. KIRPALANI, 
THAT THE MINUTES OF THE SENATE MEETING OF SEPTEMBER 28, 
1979, BE APPROVED. 


- MOTION CARRIED - 


Question Period 


Concern was voiced over what were termed "biased" descriptions of Concordia 
University, vis-a-vis the descriptions of McGill University, which appeared in a 
publication titled "U-Choose - A Guide to Canadian Universities". It was 
wondered whether the appropriate people at Concordia could take steps to rectify 
the biased views represented in the article on Concordia University. It was further 
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pointed out that there were various signs throughout Montreal which had the 
name "McGill" attached to them, including the "McGill" Metro Stop, etc., etc., 
and it was suggested that Concordia should take steps, with the City authorities, 
to have at least one street in the environs of S. G. W. and one street in the 
environs of Loyola, given a name that has some significance to this University. It 
was also stated that other universities were marked on Montreal maps but one had 
yet to see either Sir George Williams, Loyola, or Concordia, marked on any map 
of Montreal. The feeling was expressed that it would probably be an easy task for 
someone to approach the map makers and suggest to them that this University 
might also be mentioned. 


Dr. O’Brien advised that the publication in question was a strictly private, 
money-making venture, which offers advice and information on Canadian 
Universities for those who wish to purchase it. Last year's version was replete 
with the most fundamental mis-statements and the Public Relations Office 
approached the publishers with complaints about the treatment of Concordia in 
last year's publication. Since he has not had an opportunity to compare this year's 
version with the one published last year, he could not say to what extent there has 
been an improvement. However, he hoped that some of the most aggrevious 
mis-statements of last year have been removed. He explained that this was not a 
situation over which the University had any control, in a direct sense, we could 
approach the editor with objections and complaints. 


With respect to the question concerning the naming of a street, Dr. O’ Brien felt 
that that was an interesting possibility and one that might well be followed up. 


Concerning the question of maps of Montreal, Dr. O’ Brien advised that he has 
noticed that recent editions of some maps had Concordia marked on them. He 
explained that part of the problem with respect to maps of the downtown area of 
Montreal, was that while McGill University has a completely enclosed campus 
and therefore an obvious thing to label, labelling the Concordia downtown campus 
was a little trickier concept. 


Reports from Councils, etc. 


Dr. O’Brien advised that the Steering Committee felt that it would be important 
and useful if there were a series of reports made to Senate on certain major items 
arising outside the University, such as matters arising out of our relationship with 
other Quebec universities, or with the Government of Quebec, or in general, 
developments in the field of education in Quebec. Consequently, an attempt 
would be made, over the next few meetings, to present some reports to Senate on 
certain major topics which were fairly important. He advised that for today's 
meeting, Prof. Whitelaw, Associate Vice-Rector, Academic Planning, has been 


asked to report on the Angers Commission on Quebec Universities. Prof. 
Whitelaw outlined the history of the Angers Commission and presented a 
summary statement on its recent Report and the current status of matters around 
that Report. 


It was wondered whether there were any items in the substance of the Report, 
which could have implications for Concordia and also, whether there was any 
reference in the Report to the question of the efficiency of the university system. 


With respect to the efficiency, of the university system, Professor Whitelaw 
advised that there was an attempt to come to grips with that question, but the 
Commission admits that it is very difficult to decide what the criteria are. As an 
example, the Commission wonders whether or not the student/faculty ratio, as a 
measure of productivity, was a criterion for efficiency. A number of other 
economic criteria of that nature are mentioned in the Report, such as a comparison 
of the cost per capita between students in Quebec and those in Ontario. 


Concerning items which might have implications for Concordia, Professor 
Whitelaw stated that, with respect to teacher training, and bearing in mind that 
Concordia's teacher training operation was a limited one, it was remarkable how 
many of the recommendations in the Report were already current practice in the 
University. He advised further that the area that he would be most concerned 
about, was the approach to admission of mature students, if only because there 
were indications coming from other areas that this seemed to be a priority matter, 
not only for the Government, but also for other elements in the educational 
system as well. 


Responding to a question concerning what were termed "peculiar kinds of 
reciprocity treaties" vis-a-vis "foreign" students, which seemed to be suggested in 
the Report, Professor Whitelaw advised that it was not his impression that the 
Commission has really thought out how such a thing could be done, nor did he 
have the impression that the Commission has really worked out, at the moment, 
what the situation was in terms of how many students were coming into Quebec 
from other areas. 


Dr. O’Brien explained that the above question was reminiscent of the general 
thrust in Quebec policy at the present time. For example, when the higher fees for 
foreign students were introduced, they included a specific provision that they 
would not apply in the case of agreements between Quebec and another 
jurisdiction. This was part of a general approach to life that we presently find in 
the Department of Education and the Department of Cultural Affairs, in that 
Quebec was interested in broadening its foreign relations and the list of ententes 
that it has with foreign countries. The field of education was an area which, in the 
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Canadian constitution, was under strict Provincial jurisdiction, and the Province 
could therefore make quite formal agreements in this area with whatever other 
countries, states, or jurisdictions they might find to sign exchange agreements 
with. In part, it was simply an approach to life, that these things should be 
organized from government to government and not be left to the individual 
initiative of the student to apply and be accepted into a university, as would be 
more in keeping with our traditions. 


Concern was expressed over the possibility that such ententes might become 
vengeful and it was wondered whether Concordia, in its response to the Angers 
Commission, had taken up the issue of what the constituencies were and the 
difficulties with such ententes, particularly in defining who was internal and who 
was external. 


Dr. O’Brien advised that the University had not pursued that line in its response 
to the Angers Commission. He also stated that while certain trends were evident, 
it could not be said that Concordia has been hurt so far by any Government 
policies or practices in this area and therefore, we were talking more about a future 
risk than a present reality. 


Responding to a question concerning Library resources, Professor Whitelaw 
explained that the approach of the Commission has essentially been that academic 
support systems should be worked out whereby very expensive or rare books, or 
collections , might be established in one or other of the universities. 


Dr. O’Brien explained that given the subject of the Angers Commission, the 
question of Libraries would come up essentially in the context of coordination, 
collaboration, and inter-institutional relationships, with no particular attention to 
Libraries per se, but rather simply as one example among many. Also, it was not 
his impression that, insofar as the Research Green Paper was concerned, Libraries 
were particularly dealt with at all, but rather other aspects of research. If there 
was a document on Government policy in the area of Libraries, it would probably 
be the Allen Report, which has been put together within the past six or seven 
months. He suggested that perhaps at some future meeting, Dr. Filion could be 
asked to report on that particular document. 


Appointments 


IT WAS MOVED BY MR. LAJOIE, SECONDED BY PROFESSOR 
MANGAT, THAT PROFESSOR J. S. HERZ, DIVISION I, FACULTY OF 
ARTS AND SCIENCE, BE APPOINTED TO THE SENATE LIBRARY 
COMMITTEE (DOC-US-79-10-DI). 
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- MOTION CARRIED 


Report on Concordia Prizes 


Dr. O’Brien explained that the Steering Committee has considered this item in the 
light of the discussion at the last Senate meeting and felt that the best thing to do 
would be to prepare another brief document that would give an overview of the 
basis and purpose of what was contained in the document presented to Senate at 
its last meeting (DOC-US-79-9-D5), and as well that would clear up some of the 
problems of detail that came to light during the Senate debate. 


He advised that unfortunately the document has not yet been completed and he 
proposed therefore, that the item be tabled to the next Senate meeting, at which 
time the document would be presented. 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN FRENCH, SECONDED BY PROFESSOR 
TRUDEL, THAT THE ITEM ON CONCORDIA PRIZES AND AWARDS, BE 
TABLED. 


- MOTION CARRIED - 


Report on Residence Requirements 


Professor Whitelaw presented and explained the Report on Residence 
Requirements, from U.C.C.C. (DOC-US-79-9-D7). 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROFESSOR WHITELAW, SECONDED BY 
PROFESSOR GROSS, THAT THE TEXT OF PARAGRAPH 4 (DOC. 
US-79-9-D7), BE APPROVED. 


Concern was expressed over the reason given for allowing students, in exceptional 
cases, to complete a small number of outstanding credits, which was, that they 
were moving away from Montreal. It was argued that it was conceivable that a 
student may have a legitimate reason for taking a course elsewhere, which reason 
might not be that the student was moving out of the Province or out of the city. It 
was pointed out that in certain departments there has been, for the past number of 
years, a small but constant need to be able to rely on the resources of other 
universities for very advanced undergraduate courses, which were not offered at 
Concordia. It was also argued that by specifying a particular reason, we would, in 
essence, be precluding other reasons for allowing students to complete a small 
number of credits elsewhere. It was suggested that the phrase "moving away from 
Montreal" be deleted, which would allow the University to continue the occasion 


practice of sending advanced undergraduate students to complete a course at 
another university. 


Professor Whitelaw explained that what was being proposed (paragraph 4, 
document US. 79-9-D7) would not affect the existing agreement among Quebec 
universities, under which a student could take one course (or in some cases 12 
credits) per year, at another university. He also advised that it was specified in the 
Calendar that this arrangement did not apply to the Residence Requirement. Dean 
Chaikelson advised that the Arts and Science Faculty Council was in agreement 
with statement 4., document US-79-9-D7, but were opposed to the phrase 
"moving away from Montreal" and passed a motion to delete that phrase. She 
explained that the feeling of the Council was that, given the present context in the 
Province of Quebec, the phrase "moving away from Montreal" was a negative 
statement and it was suggested that the sentence simply read "In exceptional cases 
students may be allowed to complete a small number of outstanding credits at 
another university." 


Support was voiced for the proposal that the phrase be deleted, but it was 
suggested that the statement "except for courses which can be taken through the 
inter-university agreement in Quebec universities" should be included in the 
sentence, in parenthesis. 


It was suggested that the phrase "who cannot complete the final credits at 
Concordia or via the inter-university Quebec agreement" might be included in the 
sentence, thus retaining a reason in the sentence and at the same time, alluding to 
the inter-inuniversity agreement. 


It was pointed out that the inter-university agreement did not give the student the 
automatic right to take a course at another university. That was, the student must 
apply for permission to do so. 


Responding to a question concerning Certificate programmes, Professor Whitelaw 
advised that this had been considered by U.C.C.C., but the feeling of the 
Committee was that, rather than building in a residence requirement for 
Certificates, a suggestion that up to 12 credits might be granted, would be included 
in the document which would be circulated to the various Student Request 
Committees. 


Dr. O’Brien stated that he was always uneasy about attempts to rewrite, on the 
floor of Senate, paragraphs which appeared to be deceptively simple but in fact 
were very complex. He detected that there was a certain acceptance of the idea 
that the sentence should be changed to delete the phrase "moving away from 
Montreal", but he suggested that, unless someone was able to come up with an 
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obvious wording which would achieve that, perhaps the proposal might be tabled 
for a month, during which time an attempt could be made to rewrite the sentence. 
It was agreed that the matter be tabled to the next meeting of Senate. 


Amendment to the Academic Re-evaluation Regulations 


Professor Mangat presented and explained the proposed Amendment to the 
Academic Re-evaluation Regulations (DOC-US-79-10-D2). 


Mr. Adams advised that the Ad hoc Committee felt that, if the intent of the 
proposed amendment was simply to inform the instructor of the re-evaluation, it 
was not necessary, because this was covered under item B.5 of the Academic 
Re-evaluation Regulations. However he stated that since it has been explained that 
the intent was to send the instructor an actual copy of the application for 
re-evaluation, which included the reasons for the request, it was a valid point and 
one which he would agree with. 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROFESSOR MANGAT, SECONDED BY PROFESSOR 
TRUDEL, THAT ITEM B.4., OF THE ACADEMIC RE-EVALUATION 
REGULATIONS, BE AMENDED TO READ " THE REGISTRAR WILL 
FORWARD THE APPLICATION IMMEDIATELY TO THE CHAIRMAN 
OF THE APPROPRIATE DEPARTMENT, WITH A COPY TO THE 
INSTRUCTOR AND THE DEAN" (DOC-US-79-10-D2). 


- MOTION CARRIED - 
With respect to the date of implementation of the amendment, Dr. O’Brien stated 


that he did not see any difficulty in implementing it immediately and he suggested 
that if that was the intent, he would accept a motion to that effect. 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROFESSOR MANGAT, SECONDED BY MR. 
LAJOIE, THAT THE AMENDMENT BECOME EFFECTIVE 
IMMEDIATELY. 


- MOTION CARRIED - 


Next Meeting 


It was announced that the next Senate meeting would be held on Friday, December 
14, 1979, in the Protestant School Board of Greater Montreal. Also, the Steering 
Committee would consider the question of whether or not it would be scheduled 
as an all day meeting. 


Adjournment 


79-10-11 The meeting was adjourned at 3:55 p.m. 


John Noonan 
Secretary of Senate 


